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DETAILED ACTION 

1. A Request for Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set fortli in 37 
CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 

1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 23 June 2008 has been 
entered. 

2. Claims 1,3-4, 11, 13-14, 19 and 25-26 have been amended. Claims 5-10, 15-18 and 20- 
23 have been canceled. No new claims have been added. Claims 1-4, 11-14, 19 and 24- 
26 are currently pending in the present application. 

3. Applicant's amendments and argument have been fully considered, but are moot in view of 
new ground rejection as set forth below. It is noted that Applicant's arguments are directed 
towards limitations newly added via amendments. Any well known art statements from the 
last office action not argued by the Applicant are taken as admittance of prior art as per 
MPEP 2144.03. 

4. Any objection/rejection not repeated below is withdrawn due to Applicant's amendment. 

Admitted Prior Art 

5. The examiner acknowledges Applicant's Admitted Prior art on page 1, paragraph [0003] - page 3, 
paragraph [0008]. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) wliicli forms tine basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the phor art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

8. Claims 1-4, 11-14, 19 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Togawa et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,918,008) in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art. 

As per claims 1,11 and 19, Togawa et al. discloses a computer program/method/apparatus 
for a controlling apparatus (controller 38 in figs. 3 and 5-9) executing the procedures of: 

storing a preset list of programs that are authorized to be run on said controlling apparatus to 
control the image forming apparatus (original information management file 34 in fig. 3 and "The 
storage device 1 further includes an original information management file 34 used to manage original 
information of files stored on the disk 30 and original information of a virus checker prepared for 
inspection of the files stored on the disk" - e.g. col. 10, lines 23 - 27. Please note original information 
management file corresponds to Applicant's preset list of programs.); 
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confirming each program running on said controlling apparatus ("...an infection management 
table means used to manage files stored on a disk and to see if the files are infected with a virus; a 
table registering means for... from a virus checker for detecting if a file stored on the disk.. .judge if 
the file is infected with a virus..." - e.g. col. 2, lines 25-34 and col. 3, lines 25-39); 

judging a program, which Is not included in the preset list of programs that are authorized to 
be run to control the Image forming apparatus among programs whose running states have been 
confirmed, as an illegal resulting from a computer virus infection (step s151 in fig. 15, steps S181, 
182 and 184 fig. 18 and "...an infection management table means used to manage files stored on a 
disk and to see If the files are Infected with a virus; a table registering means for... from a virus 
checker for detecting If a file stored on the disk.. .judge if the file is infected with a virus..." - e.g. col. 
2, lines 25-34. Togawa et al. further discloses a version update information management file 35 is 
used to manage differential information due to modification concerning a file stored on the disk 30 
and history Information due to the modification and file Information management file 36 Is used to 
manage the Information indicating if the files are stored the disk, and is used to determine If the 
original information stored in the original information management file 34, and the differential 
information (brought about due to modification and which is stored in the version upgrade 
Information management file 35) are Infected with viruses" - e.g. col. 10, lines 23-52. In another 
words, Togawa et al.'s preset list of programs (i.e. original information management file 34) can be 
modified and need to go through virus check before running); and 

deleting or isolating the program that is judged to be illegal program (e.g. step s21 1 in fig. 21 
and "and a prohibiting means that when the judging means has judged that a file is infected with a 
virus, prohibits the use of the file" - e.g. col. 2, lines 34-36). 
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Togawa et al. does not expressly disclose controlling apparatus (i.e. controller) intended to 
control image forming apparatus. 

However, Applicant's Admitted Prior Art discloses on paragraph [0005] on page 2 of the 
Applicant's original disclosure, "A technology has been developed in recent years that uses a 
personal computer loaded with a general purpose operating system as a controlling apparatus for 
controlling an image forming apparatus such as a Multi-Function Peripheral (MFP) instead of using 
hardware designed specifically for such an image forming apparatus...". 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate Applicant's Admitted Prior Art's controlling apparatus intended to control image forming 
apparatus motivated by to prevent controlling apparatus that controls the image forming apparatus to 
get infected by computer viruses. 

As per claims 2, 12 and 24, Togawa et al. - Applicant's Admitted Prior Art discloses a 
computer program as applied above in claim 6. Togawa et al. further discloses executes a procedure 
of automatically deleting or isolating the file that is judged as illegal file (e.g. step s21 1 in fig. 21 ). 

As per claims 3-4, 13-14 and 25-26, Togawa et al. further discloses wherein the procedure of 
judging includes a procedure of comparing the name of each file whose existence has been 
confirmed with the name of each file included in said list and wherein the procedure of judging 
includes a procedure of comparing the size of each file whose existence has been confirmed with 
the size of each file included in said list ("...judged... in terms of the file name..." - e.g. col. 3, lines 
31-39; col. 5, lines 25-29; "...when the size of a file is varied by running the file. ..judges..." - e.g. col. 
3, lines 26-30 and col. 5, lines 20-23) 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. (See PTO -892) 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to APRIL Y. SHAN whose telephone number is (571 )270-1 01 4. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Kim Y. Vu can be reached on (571 ) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications Is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://palr- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800- 
786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/April Y Shan/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2135 
/KimYen Vu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2135 



